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Council) led 24 members forth after stating that they did not pro-
pose to remain and work in that Council. Their return to take
part in debates en the Irrigation Bill and the Madras Hindu
Religious Endowments Act (Amendment) Bill showed a further
reaction to Delhi leading. The elections of 1926 bore testimony
to the success of the Congress organization and propaganda and
to the weakening of the adherents to the Justice Party. The
professed adherents of that party dwindled to 20 out of 98 elected
members, while the professed adherents of the Congress Party
who were successful numbered forty. Excluding the Europeans
and Muhammadans, the remainder of 'the elected members stood
for election as adhering to no party or as Independents from
amongst whom the present Ministry was formed. In this Presi-
dency the Hindu-Muhammadan questidh is not an acute one^ -and
it may be said that the Muhammadan members of the Council
have acted until now in obedience to principles not inspired pri-
marily by their creed or its professed danger or necessities; though
to this must be added the reservation that they- received the joint
electorate proposal with more doubt than favour, reproducing
incidentally by so doing the average Moslem opinion of the
Presidency.
The Congress which met in December 1926 at Gauhati, Assam,
resolved inter alia to refuse to accept ministerships or other offices
in the gift of Government, to oppose the formation of a ministry
by other parties, and to refuse supplies and throw out budgets,
though it allowed its members liberty to move resolutions and
introduce and support measures and bills necessary for the healthy
growth of national life, for the advancement of the economic,
agricultural, industrial and commercial interest of the country
and for the protection of the freedom of person, speech, and asso-
ciation and freedom of the press. The Congress Party in the
Legislative Council, though they had refused to accept the
Ministry themselves did not see their way to present an uncom-
promising opposition to the Ministry which had been formed.
They justified this attitude by stating that by the results of the
general elections they were bound to prevent the Justice Party
from coming back to power, while by the resolutions of the
Gauhati Congress they were also bound to wreck dyarchy. On
the 20th March 1927 during the budget discussions, Mr. B. Muni-
wami Nayudu, a member of the Justice Party, moved a motion
to reduce the grant for the pay of officers in Demand No. XII by
Rs. 100 for the purpose of expressing want of confidence in the
Ministers. In making that motion he expressly stated: " I raise
this discussion only with a view to show to the country that
while that- section (the Congress section) professes to be bent itpon
killing dyarchy, they will really work dyarchy in this province
through the present Ministry. I leave it to them to show whether
their profession tallies with their practice." The motion was
lost 'by 53 votes against 12, the whole of the Congress Party
remaining either absent or neutral. Outside the Council, thin